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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections ■ 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

Claim1-3 and 7-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Robertson in view of Seigel et al. (2001/0051876). 

Robertson discloses a system for electronic commerce comprising a server (60) having 
a processor (62) and storage for a custom catalog (64). The server is connected to the 
Internet (40). The custom catalog lists products using product identification having 
recipient information encoded therein (see Fig. 2, and col. 9, line 55 through col. 10, line 
35). database structures (see Fig. 11 ) and instructions for allowing a plurality of 
participants controlled access to the database and to each other through a participant 
computer (50). Robertson further discloses a registry comprising see Abstract and col. 
14, lines 40-65). Robertson also teaches that customer may suggest new products to 
add to the custom catalog (see col. 10, lines 42-44). Roberts also discloses a chat room 
for a recipient and giver (see col. 20, line 65 through col. 21 , line 15). Robertson et al 
also teach the step of tagging products with a unique identifier (see col. 13, lines 49-67). 
Furthermore, it is inherent that each product has an item number. The item number in 
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combination with the unique identifier tag serves as a unique product identification for 
each product. 

Robertson does not teach the use of a single code sequence. However, single 
code sequences are common in the art, and it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to employ a single code 
sequence for efficiency. 

Robertson does not teach the use of a difference catalog. However, it is common 
in the ad to display new listings only. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the ad at the time the invention was made to employ a difference catalog with the 
invention of Robertson, so that users will only see items of interest. Robertson does not 
teach means for printing the custom catalog. However, printing means are common in 
the art, and it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to employ printing means with the invention of Robertson to allow a 
user to have a hard copy of the catalog to view away from a computer. 

Robertson does not teach the step of tracking gift credits. However, gift credits 
are common in the art, and it is common to track them. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to employ the step of 
tracking gift credits with the invention of Robertson to allow users to redeem gift credits. 

Robertson does not teach the step of reallocating price credits for exchanging 
products. However, it is common in the art to reallocate price credits for exchanging 
products. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the ad at the time the 
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invention was made to employ the step of reallocating price credits for exchanging 
products to provide good customer service. 

Robertson does not teach the acceptance of a partial purchase of an item. 
However, it is common in the art to partially purchase an item from a registry. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the ad at the time the invention was made 
to accept partial purchase of an item to meet customer needs. 

Robertson does not teach that non-recipients select a portion of the products. 

However, it is common in the art to use an agent or an intermediary to select 
products to purchase. It therefore would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the ad at the time the invention was made to employ a non-recipient to select a portion 
of the products to aid a recipient who desires the help of a designer or the equivalent in 
selecting items that complement each other, or to aid a recipient who desires the help of 
a technologically knowledgeable intermediary in the case of a recipient who isn't 
Internet savvy. 

Robertson does not teach the step of reallocating purchase price credits prior to 
delivery. However, it is common in the ad to charge a user prior to delivery, and it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the ad at the time the invention was made 
to employ the step of reallocating purchase price credits prior to delivery to ensure the 
credits aren't used for another item. 

The Examiner takes Official Notice, that individual products having unique 
product identification is notoriously well known; for example, the VIN of a vehicle or the 
serial number of a product. Moreover, Seigel et al. teaches each PID can incorporate 
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recipient information (see paragraph 119). Accordingly, to use unique PIDs in the 
system of Roberson, as suggested by Seigel et al. would have been obvious for one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention. The motivation for such a 
change would have been to provide a system which tracks individual products better. 

Claims 4-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Robertson in view of Seigel et al. as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of 
Underwood et al. 

Robertson discloses all of the limitations detailed in the preceding paragraphs. 
Robertson does not disclose a web page catalog template. On the other hand, 
Underwood et al. disclose an array of web page templates that a user may choose from 
(see Fig. 48., and col. 30 line 53 through col. 31, line 15). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to employ the 
teachings of Underwood et al. with the invention of Robertson to allow a user to select a 
template to design the web page catalog to make the process faster. 

Robertson does not teach the step of merging personal content into the catalog. 
Underwood et al. teach a method of merging personal content with a web page 
template (see col. 36, lines 49-54: the user may specify any image file, which would 
include personal photos). Accordingly, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to employ the teachings of Underwood 
with the invention of Robertson to allow users to personalize their catalogues for 
esthetic purposes. 
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Neither Robertson nor Underwood et al. teach regular pricing and special pricing. 
However, regular and special pricing are common in the art, and it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to employ 
both regular and special pricing on items to provide incentives to customers. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-24 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Richard E. Chilcot, Jr. whose telephone number is (571) 
272-6777. The examiner can normally be reached on 5/4/9 1st Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Olszewski can be reached on (571) 272-6788. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). /j / 

Richard E. Chilcot, Jr. 
Primaiy Examiner 
Art Urtft 3627 



